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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to applicant's RCE filed on June 19, 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 34-45,58 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Pat No 5,702,218 to Onofrio in view of US Pat No 3,332,1 18 to 
Temple et al (Temple) and further in view of US Pat No 4,61 5,514 to Hamlin. 

Regarding claim 34, Onofrio discloses a toggle bolt comprising a hole plug (16') 
that has a hole plugging portion (main body) for centering the plug in the hole (22) 
and a lip portion (where 16' is pointing in Figure 7) for fixing the position of the plug 
against the object (24). 

The bolt further comprises a toggle bar (18) adapted for pivoting between a 
closed position for insertion through the hole into the opening space and an open 
position in which the toggle bar cannot be withdrawn from the opening space back 
through the hole. 

Onofrio fails to disclose that a flexible cable having a proximal end having an 
anchoring attachment and a distal end connected to the toggle bar. At the instant, 
Onofrio discloses the use of a rod. 



Application/Control Number: 10/718,929 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3676 

Temple teaches that it is well known in the art to have a flexible member that 
could be a cable (Figures 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the member described by Onofrio as a flexible cable, 
as taught by Temple, in order to, first, provide a simple way to operate the toggle bar, 
and second, in order to provide a mechanism that will be simple in construction and 
in operation. 

Further, Onofrio fails to disclose that an end of the toggle bar is adapted for 
locking engagement with the hole plug in the closed position. Onofrio illustrates that 
the ends of the toggle bar are capable to rest against the cone surface of the hole 
plug (16') in the closed position. 

Hamlin teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a plug (36) that includes 
a recess that is capable of receiving and holding a toggle bar in a closed position. 

It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the plug member described by Onofrio with a recess that can 
be adapted to receive the toggle bar, as taught by Hamlin, in order to hold the toggle 
bar in the closed position so as to introduce the bar through the opening of the 
member. 

As to claim 35, Onofrio, as modified by Hamlin, teaches that the end of the toggle 
bar is adapted for releasable retention in a recess of the hole plug to provide the 
locking engagement. 
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As to claim 36, Onofrio, as modified by Temple and Hamlin, teaches that the 
cable extends through a substantially centrally disposed aperture through the hole 
plug, and wherein the end of the toggle bar is tapered to provide for the retention. 

As to claims 37-39, Onofrio discloses that the toggle bolt further comprises a plug 
biasing compression spring (26) for biasing the hole plug toward the toggle bar. 

As to claims 40-45, Onofrio fails to disclose that the toggle bolt further comprises 
a toggle bar pivot control member for manipulation of the toggle bar. 

Hamlin teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a toggle pivot control 
member (25 or 27) for manipulation of a toggle bar (20 or 22). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the toggle bolt described by Onofrio with a control 
member, as taught by Hamlin, in order to be able to move the toggle bar. 

As to claims 58 and 59, Onofrio, as modified by Temple and Hamlin, teaches a 
method for anchoring to an object having a hole threrethrough leading to an opening 
space comprising the steps of providing a safety toggle bolt having a handle member 
and a toggle bar pivotally connected to the handle member; locking the toggle bar in 
a closed position; inserting the safety toggle bolt through the hole; and pushing on 
the handle member so as to unlock the toggle bar from the closed position and 
releasing the handle member after pushing the handle member so that the toggle 
bar is automatically pulled toward the hole plug to adjust the bolt. 
4. Claims 46-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Pat No 5,702,218 to Onofrio in view of US Pat No 3,332,1 18 to Temple et al (Temple) 
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and further in view of US Pat No 4,615,514 to Hamlin as applied to claims 34-45, and 
further in view of US Pat No 5,209,621 to Burbidge. 

Onofrio, as modified by Temple and Hamlin, fails to disclose that the toggle bar 
further comprises a toggle bar return spring attached to the toggle bar. 

Burbidge teaches that it is well known in the art to have a toggle bolt assembly 
comprising a toggle bar (18) that has a toggle bar returns spring (40). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate into Onofrio's device a toggle return spring, as 
taught by Burbidge, in order to bias the toggle bar to the open position after been 
inserted through the opening. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed on June 19, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

After reviewing the arguments presented by the applicant, the 112nd paragraph 
rejection to claim 59 has been withdrawn. 

As to the claim rejections, the applicant argues that it would not be obvious to 
combine the teachings of providing a flexible cable in a toggle bolt, as taught by 
Temple, into a device as the one described by Onofrio (Page 9 Line 19). 

First, the applicant is reminded that a conclusion of obviousness may be made 
from common knowledge and common sense of the person of ordinary skill without 
any specific hint or suggestion in a particular reference. 
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Second, Temple provides a flexible cable connected to a toggle bar so as to 
provide a mechanism that is simple in construction and in operation. Further, by 
providing a flexible cable instead of using a rod, as described by Onofrio, will not 
affect the mechanism or the operation of the bolt assembly. Therefore, the argument 
is not persuasive. 

The applicant further argues that Hamlin fails to teach that the end of the toggle 
bar is adapted for locking engagement with the hole plug in the closed position. 

As seen in attachment #1, Hamlin teaches a plug (36) that includes a recess that 
is capable of receiving and holding a toggle bar in a closed position. Therefore, the 
argument is not persuasive. 

As to the rejection of claims 58 and 59, although the arguments presented by the 
applicant with respect that the prior art does not teach or suggest the method 
claimed, the previous rejection to the claims has been withdrawn and a new grounds 
of rejection has been made on the record in view of Onofrio, as modified by Temple 
and Hamlin, since Burbidge teachings are irrelevant to the rejection of these claims. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lugo whose telephone number 571-272-7058. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9-6pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
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for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703- 



306-5771. 





Carlos Lugo 

Patent Examiner AU 3676 
August 1 , 2006. 
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